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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1-6, 9, 14-19, 21, 26-35, 38, 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Stanwood (6,731,946, cited by examiner) in view of Gurne 
(5,541,840, cited by examiner). 

As to claims 1,16, 30, 47, Stanwood discloses a method for managing a first 
component (see the outdoor unit ODU 1 140 in figure 12) of a wireless network using a 
second component (see the indoor unit IDU 1141 in figure 12) of the wireless network, 
the method comprising when a configuration recovery mode is selected at the second 
component without accessing a network interface of the second component, sending a 
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configuration signal from the second component to the first component (see column 8 
lines 37-43; column 9 lines 31-57; column 11 lines 36-40), wherein the configuration 
signal specifies that the first component is to perform a reconfiguration (column 8 lines 
37-43; column 9 lines 31-57; column 1 1 lines 36-40). Stanwood thus discloses all the 
claimed limitations except that the recovery mode is manually selected as claimed. 
Gurne discloses manually selecting a recovery mode (see column 8 line 61 to column 9 
line 42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Stanwood with Gurne such that the recovery mode is 
manually selected, in order to allow the user and/or technician to select the recovery 
mode as desired (as suggested by Gurne at column 9 lines 22-34). 

As to claims 2, 17, 31, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne discloses 
the claimed limitations (see Gurne, column 9 lines 39-42). 

As to claims 3, 32, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne discloses the 
claimed limitations (see Stanwood, column 13 lines 63-67; column 24 lines 31-63). 

As to claims 4, 6, 18, 33, 35, first of all according to the present specification the 
claimed limitation "an image recovery mode" is nothing but a software download mode 
(see the present specification, page 13 lines 14-17). The above combination of 
Stanwood and Gurne discloses a software download mode as claimed (see Stanwood, 
column 12 lines 31-39; column 19 lines 29-37). 

As to claims 5, 19, 34, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne discloses 
the claimed limitations (see Gurne, column 9 lines 39-42). 
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As to claims 9, 21 , 38, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne discloses 
the claimed limitations (see Stanwood, column 24 lines 51-63). 

As to claims 14, 43, 45, they are rejected for similar reasons as set forth in claim 

4. 

As to claims 15, 44, 46, they are rejected for similar reasons as set forth in claim 

5. 

As to claim 26, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne does disclose 
Internet access (see Stanwood, column 5 lines 1-12; column 28 lines 5-22) on coaxial 
cable (see column 5 lines 36-43) as claimed. 

As to claims 27 and 28, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne does 
disclose Internet access (see Stanwood, column 5 lines 1-12; column 28 lines 5-22) on 
coaxial cable (see column 5 lines 36-43). However, the above combination fails to 
disclose converting Cat5 into Ethernet signals as in claim 27, and 75 ohm CATV coax 
cables as in claim 28. The examiner, however, takes Official Notice that the above 
limitations are known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the above combination as 
claimed, in order to provide quick Internet access to the user of the system in figure 12 
of Stanwood. 

As to claim 29, the above combination of Stanwood and Gurne discloses the 
claimed limitation (see Stanwood, column 28 lines 19-22). 

Allowable Subject Matter 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,971 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2618 

4. Claims 7-8, 1 0-1 3, 20, 22-25, 36-37, 39-42 are objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

As to claims 7-8, 20, 36-37, the applied references fail to disclose or render 
obvious details of the manual section as specified in the claims. 

As to claims 10-13, 22-25, 39-42, the applied references fail to disclose or render 
obvious the method as specified in the claims. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Wren (US 2004/0229562); Kaupe (US 2002/0032028); Buer (6,771,930); and Na 
(5,724,645) disclose communications between indoor unit IDU and outdoor unit ODU. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nguyen T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7901. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on (571)272-7899. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Nguyen Vo 





